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(1) KambizZand. 


(3) 




(2) Eric W. Petraske. 


(4) 




Date of Interview: 9 Auoust 2005 


Time: 2 PM 





Type of Interview: 

M Telephonic 

□ Video Conference 

□ Personal (Copy given to: □ Applicant □ Applicant's representative) 

Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: □ Yes [3 No 
If Yes, provide a brief description: 

Part I. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 
Claims discussed: 

14 

Prior art documents discussed: 

Curtis & Chan 

Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 

See Continuation Sheet 

Part III. 

IS] It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 




(Examiner/SPE Signature) (Applicant/Applicant's Representative Signature - if appropriate) 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 



Mon.. a i rt fPatPntEitaminlna Procedure (MPEP). Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the mterview. 



Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 
Paragraph (b) 



Paragraph \0) 

In even, instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete writtej^tement of the n^nspresented ^interview as 
wanSrlg^We action must be Bed by the applicant An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office acbon as speeded in §§ 1.111. 1.135. (35U.S.C. 132) 

37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted in writing. \ 
„,, . M ., h Dotont nr Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or agents at the Patent and 

Trademark ttiePatent and Trademark Office will belbased exclusively on the written record in the Office. No attention wl. be paid to 

any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt. 

The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 

the examine! indS he or she will do so. It is the examiner's responsibility to see that such a record is made and to correct matenal maccurac.es 
which beardirecjy on*. W^gg^*^ Form for each interview he.d where a matter of substance , ta. .been discussed during the 
interview bv dSSSfil appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks. Discussions regarding only procedural matters, directed solely to restnction 
T^XZe^XXSrecorda^ is otherwise provided for in Section 612.01 of the Manual of Patent Examining , Procedure, or pointing 
SSffiStSlle script in Office actions or the like, are excluded from the interview recordation procedures below. Where the 
ti^SSi^S^tooannM^ recorded In an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record « required 
substance ;rt ^ar ™J5££an) Form shall be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in the right hand porton of *e file, and listed I on ttte 
■Conten ts" secOon rfSe Swapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or agent) at the 
Co " tents „ *f ^„?I™ " .n Z Tease of a teleohone or video-conference interview, the copy is mailed to the applicants correspondence address 
S£K? or Srio tX ^Sm^SS^vZSSL* correspondence from the examiner is not likely before an allowance or if other 
eXSI^^ P™^ after *» intervieW rath6r *" ** ^ " eXl ^ communication - 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participants) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

" «^ agreed as being allowable). Note: Agreement as to al.owabi.ity is tentative and does 

not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary. „„h„„\ 

The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

Itisdesirab.ethatth^ 

522 S^S^T^Z SEES 2£1 to Jude. a., of the applicable items quired betow concerning the 
substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items: 

1 ) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstrate conducted. \ 

2) an identification of the claims discussed. \ 

Ji an ISKon S Se of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 

interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner, 
5)abrief identified of megene^ 

S£r SS^S^fXS^I^mf^ «e. Of course, the appfican, may desire to emphasize and fully 
Sne tSe arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.) 

?! i SSSSS^ S- — * described in fte ,ntenrf6W summary fom comp,eted by 

the examiner. 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's reoord of the . "JJ lf reoord is not wm ^ te and 
accurate. theTxaminer will give the applicant an extendable one month Urne penod to correct the record. 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

p^rTcordTng tte substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner's mitmb. 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413B) 



Application No. 09/808,341 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: It was 
agreed that applicant's amendment and arguments with respect to claims 2 and 3 has overcome the prior art. It was 
further agreed that if claim 14 be amended to include amended limitations of claims 2 or 3 the claim 14 would 
overcome the prior art of the record. 

It was agreed that claim 14 be amended by examiner's amendment in order to expedite the process according to the 
examiner's suggestion incorporating the limitations "an automatic operation of applying a hash function (H) to said 
message originator program in" before the limitation "a trusted computing base (TCB)" and the limitation ",in which said 
trusted computing base applies said hash function to said message originator program in response to a request from 
said message originator program, the result of which hash function is said program-specific identifier" after the 
limitation "a trausted computing base (TCB)". . 



